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Abstract: This Draft Environmental Impact Statement documents the analysis of four action alternatives as
well as the no-action aternative for the Salmon River Canyon Project. The Salmon River Canyon Project
planning area covers approximately 1,800,000 acresin Central Idaho. A hazard/risk assessment was completed
by the Salmon River Canyon Project Planning Team of thisareain 1998. The assessment identified those sub-
watersheds most likely to experience stand-replacing wildland fire occurring outside the historical range of
variability (HRV). This assessment identified 45 percent of the planning area to be at risk to burning outside
HRV, with thisinformation and direction from each Forest/District the proposed action was formul ated.

The magjority of the areas proposed for burning (approximately 80-90 percent) would be alow intensity
underburn in ponderosa pine and Douglas-fir forest types. Some higher fire intensities will likely occur on a
small portion (10 to 20 percent) of the proposed action areas, due to the variabilities of fuel accumulations and
forest structure. The action alternatives range from the Proposed Action alternative of approximately 214,000
acres of prescribed fire to approximately 121,000 acresin aternative E. Implementation of any action alterna-
tive would require amendment to the Payette National Forest Plan, due to specific acreage limitations currently
in the Plan for prescribed burning in the French Creek, Partridge Creek, Carey Creek and California Creek
watersheds.

Comments: ThisDraft EISis open for public review and comment for 45 days following publication of the
notice of availability in the Federal Register. Comments should be directed to Bill Shields, Nez Perce National
Forest, at the address shown below or be e-mail to: srcp/r1_nezper ce@fs.fed.us..

Reviewers should provide their comments during the 45 day review period of the draft environmental impact
statement (EIS). Thiswill enable the Forest Service to analyze and respond to the comments at one time and to
use information acquired in the preparation of the final EIS, thus avoiding undue delay in the decision making
progress. Reviewers have an obligation to structure their participation in the National Environmental policy
Act process so that it is meaningful and alerts the agency to the reviewers' position and contentions. Vermont
Y ankee Nuclear power Corp. v. NRDC, 435 US 519,553, (1978). Environmental objections that could have
been raised at the draft stage may be waived if not raised until after completion of the final EIS. City of
Angoon v. Hodel (9th Circuit, 1986) and Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. Supp. 1334,1338 (E.D.
Wis. 1980). Comments on the draft EI'S should be specific and should address the adequacy of the statement
and the merits of the alternatives discussed (40 CFR 1503.3)
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